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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Applicant's arguments filed on November 29, 2007. Claims 26-27 are newly 
added claims. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 10-17, 19-21 and 25-27 are pending for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-3, 5-8, 10-17, 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Peng (US Patent 6,738,766 B2) in view of Moore et al (US Patent 
7,000,015 B1) and further in view of Dharmarajan et al (US Patent 6,979,063 B1). 
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As per claim 1 , Peng discloses a system for storing and retrieving data (col. 2, 
lines 32-48), comprising: 

A memory configured to store an identifier including three or more variables for 
identifying each data stored in said system, wherein one of said at least three or more 
variables is a location variables (Figs. 2b, 3a-b, col. 4, lines 64, col. 5, lines 1-7). 

Peng does not explicitly teach data including default preference data records, a 
physical location variable relating to a physical location of at least one device other than 
said computer system, and communication means for communicating at least one of 
said default preference data records to said at least one device. However, Moore 
teaches including default preference data records (Fig. 6b, personal configuration 610 
or professional configuration 612 as location records (col. 26, lines 30-33), a physical 
location variable relating to a physical location of at least one device other than said 
computer system (Fig. 6a, col. 14, lines 41-57, a laptop 100 and three locations such as 
home, volunteer agency, and work place, where the laptops' owner 100 wishes to use) 
and communication means for communicating at least one of said default preference 
data records to said at least one device (col. 26, lines 35-50. 61-67, col. 27, lines 1-2, as 
API used by the service to discover the physical location information is formatted as a 
latitude, longitude pair). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill on the 
art at the time invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references to 
store a physical location variable relating to a physical location of at least one device 
other than said computer system, and communication means for communicating at least 
one of said default preference data records to said at least one device because it allows 
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users of Peng's system to register their physical location information to a server so that 
the server, in their precision of the location information said user provided, applications 
and services adequately conform their behavior to the realities of their locations in said 
user availability for a particular use. 

Peng and Moore do not explicitly teach wherein one of said at least three 
variable being suitable for use as a wildcard in setting said default preferences. 
However, Dharmarajan discloses wherein one of said at least three variable being 
suitable for use as a wildcard in setting said default preferences (col. 7, lines 14-21, 43- 
47, as configuration settings file contains configuration settings and stores in a registry 
of computer, one of the parameter is undefined. The undefined parameter is as a 
wildcard character). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill on the art 
at the time invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references to 
implement wherein one of said at least three variable being suitable for use as a 
wildcard in setting said default preferences as disclosed by Dharmarajan because it 
would allow a server computer to move to different location within the network, but still 
function properly in its new location because of its wildcard definition has been 
registered in the configuration file. The advantage is that it allows a server computer to 
correctly configure itself regardless of its location within a network. 

As per claims 2-3, 5-6, Peng teaches wherein one of said three or more variables 
is a device identification variable, a timestamp for prioritizing said data, wherein said 
system includes a registry for storing said data, wherein said registry is provided in a 
database structure (Fig. 8, Fig. 3b, col. 5, lines 1-3, 48-65). 
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As per claims 7-10, Peng teaches wherein said three or more variables includes 
a device identification variable, an application identification variable and a 
user identification variable, a timestamp for prioritizing data, wherein said system 
includes a registry and said registry includes a database structure for storing said data 
(Fig. 8, Fig. 3b, col. 5, lines 1-3, 48-65). 

Claim 1 1 is rejected by the same rationale as state in independent claim 1 
arguments. 

As per claims 12-13, Peng teaches a means for providing a floating value to said 
at least three variables, a means for associating a time stamp to said data (col. 5, lines 
1-3). 

Claim 14 is rejected by the same rationale as state in independent claim 1 
arguments. Furthermore, Dharmarajan teaches filing one of said variable with a 
wildcard for enabling default settings to be set for (i) users not listed in the computer 
registry and (ii) for users listed in the registry but having no preferences (col. 7, lines 14- 
21, 43-47, col. 8, lines 63-67, col. 9, lines 1-13, as configuration settings file contains 
configuration settings and stores in a registry of computer, one of the parameter is 
undefined. The undefined parameter is as a wildcard character and the USER-USTORE 
configuration setting identifies a location that stores information corresponding to the 
user of a client computer making the request). 

Claims 15-17, 20-21 have similar limitations as claims 2-3, 5-10; therefore, they 
are rejected under the same subject matter. 
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As per claim 26, Moore teaches wherein said preference data is communicated 
to the at least one device from the computer in which said registry is stored (col. 23, 
lines 58-61, col. 27, lines 8-22). 

As per claim 27, Moore teaches communicating said preference data to the at 
least one device from said computer system (col. 23, lines 58-61, col. 27, lines 8-22). 

Claims 19 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Peng (US Patent 6,738,766 B2) in view of Moore et al (US Patent 7,000,015 B1), 
in view of Dharmarajan et al (US Patent 6,979,063 B1) and further in view of Guturu et 
al (US Patent 6,581,075 61). 

As per claim 19, Peng, Morre, Dharmarajan do not explicitly teach means for 
deleting one or more data items that has been superseded by a subsequent data having 
the same identifier, but a higher time stamp value. However, Guturu teaches means for 
deleting one or more data items that has been superseded by a subsequent data having 
the same identifier, but a higher time stamp value (abstract, lines 5-8). Thus, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill on the art at the time invention was made to 
combine the teachings of the cited references to implement the step of deleting one or 
more data items that has been superseded by a subsequent data having the same 
identifier, but a higher time stamp value as disclosed by Guturu because it would 
provide the system to resolve the conflict arising from problem of replacement updated. 

Claim 25 has similar limitation as stated in claim 19, therefore, it is rejected under 
the same subject matter. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed November 29, 2007 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues on page 9, last four lines "that none on the cited references 
disclose or suggest "a physical location variable relating to a physical location of at least 
one device other than said computer system" and "communication means for 
communicating at least one of said default preference data records to said at least one 
device"". 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. The Figure 6a of Moore's reference 
was cited to show "a laptop 100" as "a device" and its three locations such as hone, 
volunteer agency, and work place" as "physical location variable relating to" the cfewce 
that is "the laptop 100". Moore further discloses that API used by the service to 
discover information as "communication means for communicating" (Moore, col. 26, 
lines 35-50). Especially, Moore further teaches at col. 27, lines 8-22, col. 30, lines 33- 
36, col. 31, lines 1-9 that "the method of discovering physical location information by 
querying a GPS receiver connected to the computer ...in addition, an identifier of an 
access device gives the physical locations of the network access device, then the 
computer can determine its physical location as well is equivalent to applicant's claimed 
language "communication means for communicating at least one of said default 
preference data records to said at least one device". Accordingly, Moore's teachings is 
similar to the instant Application claimed invention as described in Figure 3 because the 
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Figure 3 of the instant Application also uses the GPS, element 337, to locate "the 
physical location of the at least one device". 

From the above passages, the combination of the cited references teach the 
limitations "a physical location variable relating to a physical location of at least one 
device other than said computer system" and "communication means for 
communicating at least one of said default preference data records to said at least one 
device." 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DEBBIE M. LE whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4111. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim Vo can be reached on (571) 272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




DEBBIE LE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




